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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-C 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C1 

Comment PC-C1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-C1-2 

As discussed in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, the build alternatives would not have any 
substantial effects on air quality within the project area. MSATs have the greatest potential to 
affect the health of residents located adjacent to the project. Although the various alternatives 
would place travel lanes closer to some residences, it is anticipated that MSAT exposure, 
including DPM, would be less than existing conditions. MSAT emissions are likely lower than 
existing levels in the design year as a result of EPA's and California’s control programs that are 
projected to further reduce MSAT emissions. Please see Common Responses – Air Quality and 
Health Risks. 

Comment PC-C1-3 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C2 

Comment PC-C2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-C3 

Comment PC-C3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C4 

Comment PC-C4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C5 

Comment PC-C5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C6 

Comment PC-C6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Selection. 

Alternatives with both LRT and BRT are included in the Draft EIR/EIS in Section 2.2.7, 
Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Consideration. LRT was considered in four such 
alternatives, and BRT was considered in two such alternatives. For a graphic summary of those 
alternatives, see Figure 2-39 of the Draft EIR/EIS. BRT and LRT in the project corridor would 
not be feasible or reasonable without extensions and connections north and south of the project 
limits. Please also see Common Response – Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-C7 

Comment PC-C7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Selection and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C8 

Comment PC-C8-1 

Please see Response to Comment PC-C7-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C9 

Comment PC-C9-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Insufficient Environmental Document/Mitigation Measures. 

Comment PC-C9-2 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-C9-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-C9-2. 

Comment PC-C9-4 

The I-405 Improvement Project may have an effect on property values, but it is not likely to be a 
major change because I-405 is an existing facility within Orange County. In addition, Caltrans 
has found no literature, studies, or evidence that property values decrease because of freeway 
widening near a home. Please see Common Response – Property Values. 
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Comment PC-C9-5 

The relocation option (Option 1) that retains the gas/petroleum lines on the south side of I-405 
within Navy jurisdiction is the preferred option and will be pursued. Please see Common 
Response – Relocation of Gas Lines. 

Comment PC-C9-6 

Please see Common Response – Relocation of Gas Lines. 

Comment PC-C9-7 

Please see Response to Comment PC-C9-2 and Common Response – Relocation of Gas Lines. 

Comment PC-C9-8 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

As discussed in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, the build alternatives would not have any 
substantial effects on air quality within the project area. MSATs have the greatest potential to 
affect the health of residents located adjacent to the project. Although the various alternatives 
would place travel lanes closer to some residences, it is anticipated that MSAT exposure, 
including DPM, would be less than existing conditions. MSAT emissions are likely lower than 
existing levels in the design year as a result of EPA's and California’s control programs that are 
projected to further reduce MSAT emissions. Please see Common Responses – Air Quality and 
Health Risks. 

As discussed in Section 3.2.7 of the Draft EIR/EIS, the build alternatives would not have any 
substantial effects from noise within the project area. Please see Common Response –
Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Comment PC-C9-9 

Under the No Build Alternative, vehicles entering I-405 northbound from Seal Beach Boulevard 
must merge one lane left to access I-605 and one more lane left to continue on I-405 northbound. 
Under all of the build alternatives, one lane change plus a lane merge downstream of the SR-22 
westbound off-ramp would be required to reach I-605 and two additional lane changes to reach 
I-405. 

Comment PC-C9-10 

Generally, the additional capacity on I-405 will accommodate more traffic and therefore 
encourage motorists avoiding congestion on I-405 and diverting to local streets under the no-
build condition to utilize I-405. With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-C-36 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

line, please see Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County 
Line. 

Comment PC-C9-11 

With respect to the purpose of the toll component of the Express Lanes, the Draft EIR/EIS 
demonstrates that the purpose is to provide funding for implementation of the Express Lanes (see 
Draft EIR/EIS, Table 1-10) and to increase vehicle throughput and speeds in the corridor and 
reduce delay (see Draft EIR/EIS Tables 3.1.6-6, 3.1.6-7, and 3.1.6-8). The toll component 
provides motorists an option for a reliable trip time in exchange for payment of a toll.  

Comment PC-C9-12 

The speed and throughput values shown in the Draft EIR/EIS in Tables 3.1.6-6 and 3.1.6-14 are 
accurate. Slow-moving congested freeway lanes have lower and unstable throughput compared 
to uncongested lanes. During peak periods, the GP lanes on I-405 are forecast to be heavily 
congested with lower throughput (approximately 1,200 vehicles per lane per hour) than the 
Express Lanes, whose throughput will be managed to approximately 1,700 vehicles per lane per 
hour. For an explanation of how this management works, see the Draft EIR/EIS, page 2-20. The 
higher throughput of the Express Lanes will actually reduce traffic and congestion in the GP 
lanes compared to a condition under which the Express Lanes are not managed but allowed to 
congest and have lower throughput.  

The financial problems of the SR-73 toll road located in southern Orange County are well 
known. All motorists pay a toll to use that road. The tolled Express Lanes proposed in 
Alternative 3 are only two lanes of I-405 in each direction. The remainder of the lanes on I-405 
remains free. For additional information, please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. 

Comment PC-C9-13 

Please see Common Response – Impacts to Businesses. 

Comment PC-C9-14 

The configuration of the merge from Valley View Street to the Los Angeles county line is done 
in a way that optimizes the most benefit to the project, including access to the northbound I-405/ 
westbound SR-22 and northbound I-405/northbound I-605 connectors. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 
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Alternative 3 provides for a Caltrans standard 10-ft-wide inside shoulder on the south side 
adjacent to NAVWPNSTA Seal Beach.  

Rubberized asphalt is not proposed under this project. FHWA policy does not allow the use of 
pavement type or surface texture as a traffic noise abatement measure because it can lose its 
effectiveness over time. Presently, FHWA and several state transportation departments are 
conducting research to determine the longevity of the noise-reduction characteristics of 
rubberized asphalt. 

Comment PC-C9-15 

Please see Response to Comments PC-C9-1 through PC-C9-15. The proposed project is subject 
to federal, as well as State, environmental review requirements. Caltrans, as assigned by FHWA, 
has prepared this joint Draft EIR/EIS in compliance with CEQA and NEPA. Please see Common 
Response – Insufficient Environmental Document/Mitigation Measures. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C10 

Comment PC-C10-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C11 

Comment PC-C11-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Response to Comment PC-B20. 

Comment PC-C11-2 

Any permanent and/or temporary acquisition of property would be completed in accordance with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Act. As discussed in Appendix D, 
the Fifth Amendment to the U.S Constitution states, “No Person shall…be deprived of life, 
liberty, or property, without due process of law, nor shall private property be taken for public use 
without just compensation.” The Uniform Act sets forth in statute the due process that must be 
followed in Real Property acquisitions involving federal funds. Supplementing the Uniform Act 
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is the Government-side single rule for all agencies to follow, set forth in 49 CFR, Part 24. 
“Displaced individuals families, businesses, farms, and nonprofit organizations may be eligible 
for relocation advisory services and payments…” 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C12 

Comment PC-C12-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Selection. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-C12-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-C12-1. 

The highest traffic noise level from a freeway occurs when traffic is at full capacity but flowing 
at the posted speed. Noise levels are reduced substantially when traffic is at stop-and-go 
conditions. Future traffic noise levels are predicted for the free-flowing conditions, and 
soundwalls are recommended to provide noise abatement for the highest possible traffic noise 
that can be produced by the freeway. Please see Common Response – Noise/Noise Analysis. 

MSATs have the greatest potential to affect the health of residents located adjacent to the project. 
Although the various alternatives would place travel lanes closer to some residences, it is 
anticipated that MSAT exposure, including DPM, would be less than existing conditions. MSAT 
emissions are likely lower than existing levels in the design year as a result of EPA's and 
California’s control programs that are projected to further reduce MSAT emissions. Please see 
Common Response – Health Risks. 

Comment PC-C12-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-C12-1. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-C13 

Comment PC-C13-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-C13-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-C12-1. 

Comment PC-C13-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-C12-2. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C14 

Comment PC-C14-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-C15 

Commentario PC-C15-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C15 

Comment PC-C15-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C16 

Comment PC-C16-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C17 

Comment PC-C17-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Selection. 

There has been no link identified that introduction of a toll Express Lane Facility leads to a 
reduction in business and/or reduction in sales. Please see Common Response – Business 
Impacts. 

Comment PC-C17-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-C17-1.  

Comment PC-C17-3 

All reasonable and feasible noise abatement will be constructed, as described in the Final 
EIR/EIS and final Noise Abatement Decision Report. Air quality Measures AQ-1 through 
AQ-14, described in Section 3.2.6, will avoid and/or minimize all construction-related air quality 
effects. As described in Section 3.2.6, emissions will be reduced under all of the build 
alternatives compared to the future No Build Alternative, and no permanent adverse project-
related air quality effects were identified. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C18 

Comment PC-C18-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Selection. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C19 

Comment PC-C19-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please note that lighting along the freeway is not a State requirement, with the exception for the 
ramp merge and diverge locations. The median lighting currently between the I-405/SR-22 to 
just north of the Seal Beach Boulevard interchange is a special safety feature. The design 
features implemented into the design of this project account for the standard design speed for 
freeways as mandated by Caltrans. Any deviations from the standard speed limits will be signed 
specially, such as during construction. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C20 

Comment PC-C20-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C21 

Comment PC-C21-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Soundwalls built by this project will adhere to the most current soundwall construction 
standards. This includes soundwalls that are replaced in-kind; however, if results of the traffic 
noise impact analysis indicated that there is no need to replace the existing soundwall, then this 
project will not upgrade those existing soundwalls. In Westminster between McFadden and 
Bolsa avenues, Soundwall S141 has been proposed as an in-kind soundwall replacement to the 
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existing soundwall along the southbound freeway lanes parallel to Vermont Street. Additional 
soundwalls have also been proposed adjacent to College Park, which is also along Vermont 
Street.  

Please also see Common Response – Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C22 

Comment PC-C22-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Comment PC-C22-2 

Project-related construction and operational air quality and noise effects were analyzed in detail 
in the project Air Quality Technical Study and Noise Study Report. As described in Draft 
EIR/EIS Sections 3.2.6, project-related air emissions associated with the build alternatives would 
be less than the future No Build Alternative. Traffic noise levels for most of the project areas will 
increase 1 to 3 dB due to the proposed project. Please see Common Responses – Noise/Noise 
Analysis, Air Quality, and Health Risks. 

Comment PC-C22-3 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-C22-4 

The benefits to congestion of the build alternatives are summarized in the Draft EIR/EIS in 
Tables 3.1.6-4 through 3.1.6-8 and Tables 3.1.6-12 through 3.1.6-14. 

The financial problems of the SR-73 toll road located in southern Orange County are well 
known. All motorists pay a toll to use that road. The tolled Express Lanes proposed in 
Alternative 3 are only two lanes of I-405 in each direction. The remainder of the lanes on I-405 
remains free. For additional information, see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. 

Under the No Build Alternative, vehicles entering I-405 northbound from Seal Beach Boulevard 
must merge one lane left to access I-605 and one more lane left to continue on I-405 northbound. 
Under all of the build alternatives, one lane change plus a lane merge downstream of the SR-22 
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westbound off-ramp would be required to reach I-605 and two additional lane changes to reach 
I-405.  

The additional capacity and improved performance on the freeway under any of the build 
alternatives compared to the no-build condition will generally encourage motorists to remain on 
the freeway rather than divert off of it to avoid congestion.  

Comment PC-C22-5 

Please see Response to Comment PC-22-3 and Common Response – Preferred Alternative 
Selection. 

Comment PC-C22-6 

Alternative 3 improvements extend north of Valley View Street to transition the additional lanes 
south of I-405/SR-22 appropriately to the Orange/Los Angeles county lines. Rubberized asphalt 
is not proposed under this project. FHWA policy does not allow the use of pavement type or 
surface texture as a traffic noise abatement measure because it can lose its effectiveness over 
time. Presently, FHWA and several state transportation departments are conducting research to 
determine the longevity of the noise-reduction characteristics of rubberized asphalt. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-C22-7 

We acknowledge the comment regarding the SR-73 toll road. Please see Response to Comment 
PC-C22-4.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-C23 

Comment PC-C23-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

As described in Section 3.2.6, corridor emissions, including MSATs associated with the build 
alternatives, would be less than the future No Build Alternative. Please see Common Response – 
Air Quality and Health Risks. 
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As described in Section 3.1.6, all of the build alternatives increase capacity and reduce 
congestion on the mainline. The increased capacity will draw trips from the local arterials back 
to the freeway due to project-related congestion relief and decreased travel times.  

Comment PC-C23-2 

Please see Responses to Comments CG4-1 through CG4-6. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C24 

Comment PC-C24-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Selection. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C25 

Comment PC-C25-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-C26 

Commentario PC-C26-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-C26 

Comment PC-C26-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C27 

Comment PC-C27-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C28 

Comment PC-C28-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C29 

Comment PC-C29-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Selection. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C30 

Comment PC-C30-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Selection and Opposition to Tolling. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-C31 

Comment PC-C31-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-C32 

Commentario PC-C32-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-C32 

Comment PC-C32-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C33 

Comment PC-C33-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C34 

Comment PC-C34-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C35 

Comment PC-C35-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-C35-2 

All reasonable and feasible noise abatement will be constructed, as described in the Final 
EIR/EIS and final Noise Abatement Decision Report. Air quality Measures AQ-1 through 
AQ-14, described in Section 3.2.6, will avoid and/or minimize all construction-related air quality 
effects. As described in Section 3.2.6, emissions will be reduced under all of the build 
alternatives compared to the future No Build Alternative, and no permanent adverse project-
related air quality effects were identified. Please also see Response to Comment PC-C35-1. 

Comment PC-C35-3 

As described in Measure T-1, a Final TMP will be prepared prior to project construction that 
identifies methods to avoid and minimize construction-related traffic and circulation effects as a 
result of the proposed project. Please see Response to Comment PC-C35-1. 

Comment PC-C35-4 

Please see Response to Comment PC-C35-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C36 

Comment PC-C36-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

The May 2012 Draft EIR/EIS, including specialized technical studies (see Appendix F for a 
complete list), represents a comprehensive analysis of the potential temporary and permanent 
environmental effects of the proposed build alternatives on the environment. Sections 3.1.4, 
3.2.6, and 3.2.7, as well as the Community Impact Assessment, Air Quality Technical Study, and 
Noise Study Report, are a comprehensive evaluation of the many quality of life issues you 
mention in your comment. Additionally, Caltrans and OCTA have modified the build 
alternatives to further address some of the quality of life issues voiced by the corridor cities, as 
described in Chapter 2 of the Final EIR/EIS.  

Comment PC-C36-2 

As described in Section 3.2.7, traffic noise is a function of traffic type, volume, and speed. 
Generally, noise increases with increased speed and with higher volumes of traffic; however, at 
much higher volumes, travel speed decreases (i.e., stop-and-go conditions), so the worst-case 
noise levels are experienced when there is an optimum balance between the volume and speed 
(LOS C or D). For purposes of determining noise impacts, the worst-case traffic noise occurs 
when traffic is operating at LOS C conditions, when traffic is heavy but remains free flowing. As 
shown in Appendix N, noise within the general vicinity of your property located at 3920 Wisteria 
Street, Seal Beach, CA (R5.1 through 5.18), would generally decrease, stay the same, or increase 
by 2 dBA. Your property is approximately 1,600 ft and 30 houses north of the representative 
receptors. It is likely any project-related noise increase at your property would be 1-dBA or less, 
which is generally imperceptible to the human ear. All noise measurements were taken in 
accordance with the Caltrans Noise Protocol. Please see also Common Response – Noise/Noise 
Analysis. 

MSATs have the greatest potential to affect the health of residents located adjacent to the project. 
Although the various alternatives would place travel lanes closer to some residences, it is 
anticipated that MSAT exposure, including DPM, would be less than existing conditions. MSAT 
emissions are likely lower than existing levels in the design year as a result of EPA's and 
California’s control programs that are projected to further reduce MSAT emissions. Please see 
Common Response – Air Quality and Health Risks. 

There would likely be negligible increase in noise and emissions associated with the proposed 
project; however, compared to the exiting future condition (described throughout the Draft 
EIR/EIS as the future no build), the proposed project would result in decreased emissions and 
noise. 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-C-49 March 2015 

Comment PC-C36-3 

Please see Common Response – Coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los 
Angeles Metro, COG, and the City of Long Beach.  

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-C36-4 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-C36-5 

It is common for transportation projects to have a funding shortfall in the planning phase. The 
project is considered a Major Project by FHWA, and a Draft FP must be submitted to FHWA 
prior to approval of the Final EIR/EIS. The Draft FP must identify full funding for the project. 

Comment PC-C36-6 

Please see Common Response – Property Values. 

Comment PC-C36-7 

There are no detours anticipated for Wisteria Street or within any other residential area in 
College Park East. Detours would be located on larger primary arterials that can better handle 
larger traffic volumes. College Park East is adjacent to Lampson Avenue, which is a primary 
arterial that parallels I-405/SR 22 and could be utilized as a construction detour for the proposed 
project and other future projects within the I-405 and SR-22 project area.  

Comment PC-C36-8 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Selection. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C37 

Comment PC-C37-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Freeway widening for the build alternatives would require additional space; therefore, the 
existing soundwalls need to be moved outward to make room for the new lane(s). Approximately 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-C-50 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

1/2 to 2/3 of the sloped area between the ROW line (i.e., property line) and existing soundwall is 
required for the proposed project. Due to space limitations, the final design would be a 
combination of slope and retaining wall with the same 10-ft-high soundwall at the shoulder of 
the new lane. Future traffic noise levels in this area would be the same or approximately 1-dB 
higher with the proposed project in comparison to without the proposed project. 

Comment PC-C37-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-C37-1. 

Comment PC-C37-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-C37-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C38 

Comment PC-C38-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Project-related construction and operational air quality effects were analyzed in detail in the 
project Air Quality Technical Study. As described in Section 3.2.6, project-related emissions 
associated with the Preferred Alternative would be less than the future No Build Alternative. 

As described in Section 3.1.6, all of the build alternatives increase capacity and reduce 
congestion on the mainline. The increased capacity will draw trips (i.e., cut-through traffic) from 
the local arterials back to the freeway due to project-related congestion relief and decreased 
travel times.  

Section 3.2.6 of the EIR/EIS also addresses exposure to MSATs, including diesel exhaust. Other 
MSATs addressed in the analysis included acrolein, benzene, 1,3-butidiene, formaldehyde, 
naphthalene, and polycyclic organic matter. The detailed analysis estimated MSAT exposure 
based on vehicle speeds and EMFAC2011 emission factors. The build alternatives emissions will 
likely be lower than present levels in the design year as a result of EPA's and California’s control 
programs, which are projected to further reduce MSAT emissions. As such, the community of 
Rossmoor would be exposed to less MSAT emissions under the proposed project. Please see 
Common Responses –Air Quality and Health Risks. 
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Comment PC-C38-2 

The air quality analysis was conducted consistent with Caltrans protocols and guidance and 
addresses both construction and operational impacts. As discussed in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft 
EIR/EIS, the build alternatives would not have any substantial effects on air quality within the 
project area. See Common Responses – Air Quality and Health Risks. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C39 

Comment PC-C39-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Selection. 

Comment PC-C39-2 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-C39-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-C39-2. 

Comment PC-C39-4 

It is common for transportation projects to have a funding shortfall in the planning phase. The 
project is considered a Major Project by FHWA, and a Draft FP must be submitted to FHWA 
prior to approval of the Final EIR/EIS. The Draft FP must identify full funding for the project.  

Bonding against future Renewed Measure M sales tax receipts is planned for all of the build 
alternatives. The additional increment of cost of Alternative 3 compared to Alternative 1 would 
be bonded against anticipated toll revenue and not require any additional taxes.  

Comment PC-C39-5 

The number of lanes resulting from each build alternative varies along the corridor. In the 
College Park East neighborhood, Alternatives 1 and 3 would provide 9 lanes in each direction. 
Alternative 2 would provide 10 lanes in each direction. Figures 2-1 and 2-2 on pages 2-6 and 2-7 
of the Draft EIR/EIS provide a graphic illustration of the number of lanes in each of the build 
alternatives along the corridor. With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county 
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line, please see Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County 
Line. 

Comment PC-C39-6 

 With respect to the potential for widening of I-405 in Los Angeles County, the 2012 RTP 
includes Express Lanes on I-405 north of Orange County, which would presumably entail 
widening I-405 north of the Orange county line by at least one lane in each direction. The 
Express Lanes on I-405 north of the Orange county line is in the portion of the RTP that is 
unfunded. The Gateway Cities COG recently released a plan entitled SR-91/I-605/I-405 
Congestion Hot Spots, which proposes alternatives that would add one or two lanes in each 
direction to I-405 north of the Orange county line. The project is not funded, and the next step in 
the project development process would be preparation of a Project Study Report, which would 
identify the funding necessary for the project. The timing of the Project Study Report and the 
funding of a project is not certain. Metro is currently studying provision of Express Lanes on 
I-405 from I-605 to LAX.   

Response to Comment Letter PC-C40 

Comment PC-C40-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Response to Comment PC-B20. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C41 

Comment PC-C41-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Selection and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C42 

Comment PC-C42-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C43 

Comment PC-C43-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Selection. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C44 

Comment PC-C44-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Selection. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C45 

Comment PC-C45-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Selection. 
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Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-C45-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-C45-1 and Common Response – Measure M Funding. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C46 

Comment PC-C46-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C47 

Comment PC-C47-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Your clients coming from the Los Angeles area on southbound I-405 could utilize the toll 
Express Lane Facility for most of their trip. If they exited the toll Express Lanes between 
Magnolia Street/Warner Avenue and Brookhurst Street/Talbert Avenue ingress/egress points, 
they would have to drive approximately 2 miles in the GP lanes to the Harbor Boulevard exit. 
Although your clients would not be able to exit directly from the tolled Express Lane Facility, it 
would offer them trip reliability and travel time savings if they choose to use the proposed toll 
Express Lanes.  

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road 
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Response – Replacement of Fairview 
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes. See also Responses to City of Costa 
Mesa Comments GL1-1 through GL-26.  
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Response to Comment Letter PC-C48 

Comment PC-C48-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C49 

Comment PC-C49-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Selection. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C50 

Comment PC-C50-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-C50-2 

As discussed in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, the build alternatives would not have any 
substantial effects on air quality within the project area. MSATs have the greatest potential to 
affect the health of residents located adjacent to the project. Although the various alternatives 
would place travel lanes closer to some residences, it is anticipated that MSAT exposure, 
including DPM, would be less than existing conditions. MSAT emissions are likely lower than 
existing levels in the design year as a result of EPA's and California’s control programs that are 
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projected to further reduce MSAT emissions. Please see Common Responses – Air Quality and 
Health Risks. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C51 

Comment PC-C51-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall and Property 
Values.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-C52 

Comment PC-C52-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-C53 

Comment PC-C53-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during selection of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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